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THE 
SECOND PART 
SF A 


LITERARY CORRESPONDENCE. 


LETTER . 
To The Rev. Dr. Low k. 


P. P. Nov. 21, 1765. 

Reverd Sir, | © 

D O not know whether the Prudent will ex- 
cuſe me for venturing another Letter to you, 
after you had fo groſsly violated the moſt 
reſpected Laws of Society, in publiſhing my pri- 
vate letters to you, without my knowlege or con- 
ſent. In which proceeding, I ſhall never make 
repriſals: Not ſo much (tho? I have your Example) 
as to bring my Superiors into the quarrel &. 


But if J want ſome degree of prudence in 2vri- 


ting to you now, you ſeem ta have wanted much 
more in publiſhing what I wrote before. For, by 


* See Remark I, on this Letter ; in page 29, 


A 2 | thoſe 


4s 


e 


thoſe Letters, the Public will ſee (if they * no 
better buſineſs than to attend to this idle ſquabble) 
that I was very deſirous of peace, and had great 
good will towards you. And (if they attend to 
dates &) they may ſee it was you who broke this 
reconciliation. For I think the /atin note to the 
new Edition of your Lectures (in which I am 
groſsly inſulted) was publiſhed before I wrote 
the Engliſh Appendix to the D. L. 


I have neither read nor ſeen, nor I believe ever 
ſhall, your printed Letter to me; f not out of con- 
tempt of you, but reſpe& to my ſelfe. 

Falſus honor juvat et mendax infamia terret ; 

Quem? Not me, (I aſſure you) who am 
neither falſe to my ſelfe nor others. 


I am, Sir, 
Your humble Servant 


W. GLOUCESTER. 


* See the former Editor's Note II; in page 19. 
+ See Remark II. on this Letter; in page zo. 
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| L E T TER 1 'Þ 
To The Right Rev. the Lord Bp of GLovers rex. 


Bath, Dec. 1, 1765. 
My Lord, 


TFT HAVE Juſt now received your Letter dated 
Nov. 21, which has been tranſmitred to me hi- 
ther from Durham, 


* As to my publiſhing your Letters, I hold my- 
ſelf fully juſtified by the Injury you had done me, 
in abuſing me infamouſly and atrociouſly in your 
Appendix: an Injury of that kind, which, rho” 
leſs in degree, would, by thoſe very Laws of Soci- 
ety which you ſay I have violated, have can- 
celled the obligation to Secrecy, which you ab- 
ſurdly pretend I lay under in the preſent caſe : a 
caſe, which aroſe from a haughty demand of ſatis- 
faction about a matter antecedently before the 
Public, and of which it became in the event pro- 


per that the Public ſhould be informed of the 
whole circumſtances. 


You ſay, I had grey inſulted you in a Latin 
Note to the New Edition of my Lectures. The 
charge is abſolutely Falſe: unleſs you are the 
Author of a Book intitled, 4 Free and Candid 
Examination of the Biſhop of London's Sermons. 
Bur had you been the Author, where is the groſs 


See Remark I. on this Letter; in page zo. 
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. 
inſult? As you declare, that you have not yet, 
and believe you never ſhall, read the Letter to 
You, Which has lately been publiſhed by ME (of 


which Conceſſion you may make whatever uſe you 


pleaſe*) I will aſk you here, How come your Opi- 
nions, even when vented by other perſons as their 


own, to be uncontrovertible, inviolable, and ſacred ? 
And had ſuch an Act of Self-defence, as my Note 


here referred to was, really been an inſult, had it 
been even a groſs inſult, on an ingffenſive perſon ; 
how could it juſtly be eſteemed ſuch on One, who 
has in a manner ſo notorious, ſo licentious, and 


ſingularly fcandalous, eſpecially in one of his pro- 


feſſion and order, abuſed Writers of all ranks and 
characters, civil and ecclefiaſtical, living and dead, 


as Tou have done +? 


The publication of the Letters was neceſſary in 


| Juſtice either to You or Me, If, as you ſeem to 
think, they tend to vindicate your honour; you are 


ſo far obliged to me for acting ſo fairly by you, 


in doing you this juſtice with the Public. On the 


contrary, if they fix both the Origin and the Re- 
ſumption of this diſpute on you; I am then juſtified 


in taking this neceſſary ſtep in order to vindicate 


myſelf. The deciſion I leave to the Public. 
| I am, my Lord, 
Your humble Servant 


Ros, LowTH. 
* See Remark I, on Letter I; in page 29. 
+ Sce the former Editor's Note III; in page 20, 
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4-9-3 
\LET,L EK ©. 
To The Rev. Dr. LowTH. | 


| Prior Park, Dec. 2; 35 3 
L 


HAVE received your very extraordinary 
Letter, of yeſterday's date, this morning. 


One who had read your printed letter to me 
ſaid — Tou affected to be jocular while you was 
trembling with paſſion. This, from Bath, is more 
conſiſtent, as well as more natural; the paſſion re- 
mains but the wit, after ſuch an expence of it, is 
evaporated. I regard both with equal complai- 
ſancy, and will therefore give you a plain anſwer 
to a Letter which Language does not yet afford a 
name for, 


You ſay you are fully - juſtified in publiſhing 
my private Letters without my leave, on account 
of my abuſing you infamouſly and atrociouſly. Your 
Syſtem of morals ſeems to be very uncommon; 
What! will my tranſgreſſing one Law of Mora» 
lity excuſe you, for tranſgreſſing another? It is 
agreed on all hands, that a private Letter is the 
moſt ſacred of all truſts. Lord Clarendon ( whoſe 
current authority, I ſuppoſe, will go with you, 
as it does with all honeſt Men) ſpeaks of Lord 
Falkland's morals in this point with high approba- 
tion. —— One thing (ſays the noble Hiſtorian ) 
he could never bring him ſelfe to, while Secre- 
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« tary of ſtate; it was the Liberty of opening 
« Letters, upon a ſuſpicion that they might con- 
« tain matter of dangerous conſequence; which he 
« thought ſuch a violation'of the Law of Nature, 

that no qualification of office could juſtify him 
« in the treſpaſs.” This indeed was going. very 
far. What then would ſuch a man have ſaid of 
your | opening Letters, in the groſſeſt ſenſe, laying 


them before the public, in matters where certainly 
the fate and fortune of Empires were not concerned. 


This I fay is a matter agreed on amongſt all 


men of honour. But is it a matter agreed on 


amongſt all men of Letters, that the charging you 
with, not to ſay, the convicting you, from your own 
words, of being an Advocate for intolerance *, is 


abuſing you infamouſly and airociouſly ? If 1 had 


thus abuſed you, you had a right to repell that 
injury, and to procure for your ſelfe ſatisfaction in 
the beſt manner you were able. But did the ſeek- 
ing for this ſatisfaction, abſolve you of any. of the 


obligations of ſociety ? You was abuſed, you fay,— 


you have ſhewn the public how able you are to 
abuſe again. 


I had faid, I <as grofsly inſulted in the latin 


note. You reply the Charge is abſolutely 
falſe, unleſs I and the Examiner be one and the 


ſame, What! becauſe my name is not mentioned 


in ſyllables at length in this inſult, therefore the 
charge is abſulutely falſe? Alk any ſtranger, aſk 


See Remark I. on this Letter. 
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any of your acquaintance, aſk any of your friends, 
Whether they underſtand Me or the Examiner of 
the Biſhop of London's Sermons to be meant * in the 
decent compariſon to Father Harduin 4. Indeed, 
Doctor, I bluſh for what you ought to bluſh, your 


own prevarication: But juſt ſo it was you ſerved 


me (as may be ſeen by the printed Letters) when 
I charged you with reflecting on me concerning 
the book of Job, in your Prelections: You did 
not mean me, forfooth, bur ſomebody who had writ- 
ten before on the ſame ſubje&tf. And, for the 
ſake of peace, 1 took this for good payment. But 
you ſay—ſuppoſing you was meant, in the latin note 
(I am glad to find in you the leaſt ſpark of inge- 
nuous dealing) how comes it to paſs that your Opi- 
nions are uncontrovertible, inviolable and ſacred ? 
How, indeed! When all the world knows there is 
not a ſcribbling Dunce in the Kingdom but has 
been as free with my opinions as your ſelfe 8. But 
you diſguiſe the Fact. The queſtion is not how 


facred J eſteem my Opinions; but whether there 
was not a convention made between us, (for which 


J appeal to the printed Letters) to drop all oppo- 
ſition on both ſides, concerning the book of Job || ? 


* See Remark II. on this Letter. 
. + See Remark III. on this Letter. 
4 See Remark IV. on this Letter. 
$ See Remark V. on this Letter. 
[| See Remark VI. on this Letter. 
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Which convention I inviolably kept, and you as 
inſolently broke, on the force of this poor chicane, 


That as the Examiner of the Biſbop of London's Ser. 


mons had taken up the queſtion it was the ſame 


as if I had done it. Burt let me tell you, Sir, that 
the Examiner and I (as much as I value and eſteem 
his friendſhip ) are not one, but two. And let 
me tell you further, that the Examination (as 
much as I approve the Learning and the Logic 
of it) was not mine, but his. As a Divine, he 
wants no aſſiſtance from me —eſpecially to ſup- 
port him ſelfe againſt you: tho', in the Appendix, 
I reviewed what you had ſaid on the queſtion, 
both becauſe he appeared to have ſuffered from 
the ſeverity of your pen for daring to eſpouſe my 


notion of the book of Job, againſt yours: and 


becauſe I was inſulted thro' his ſides *. 


But you come down at laſt, (tho, as is com- 
monly the cafe, the conceſſion be more inſulting 
than the offence) and ſay, — admitting my note 


had been a groſs inſult on an inoffenſroe perſon, how 
could it be efteemed ſuch, on one who has in a manner 
ſo notorious, fo licentious, and ſingularly ſcandalous, 
abuſed + Writers of all ranks and characters, civil 
and eccleſiaſtical, living and dead, as you have done 


— Give me leave firſt of all to. laugh heartily 


at this mean, paltry ſhred of dirty malice, and then 
I will give you an anſwer}. — 


„See Remark VII. on this Letter. 
J See Remark VIII. on this Letter. 
4 See Remark IX. on this Letter. 


J own 
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I own have expoſed, or if you will, in your 


own language, abuſed (and I hope to the no ſmall 


ſervice of Religion and my Country ) Writers of all 
ranks and Characters, Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, living 
and dead *,— And now, Sir, I will tell your im- 
portant ſelfe who they are; and in the very lan- 
guage in which I reckoned them up in public, to 
your Betters. I ſaid it to them, and I now fay it 
een — That my life and health has been em- 

* ployed in the ſervice of Religion; in defending 
« jt againſt the rude attacks of ribauld Writers 
«© of all denominations (or, in your Language, 
« of all ranks and Charaflers ) Atheiſts, Deiſts, 
“Libertines, Free-thinkers Bigotto and Fanatics. 
« This brought down upon me a ferce and dirty 
* torrent of abuſe and ſlander from all quarters. 
In which however not one opprobrious fact ever 
« imputed to my life (if any ſuch have been im- 
« puted) was true; nor one fallacious argument 
« ever imputed to my. writings has been proved f. 
But while I have this Hydra (of more heads 


« than in fable) at my feet, I can well bear with 
their hiſles.” 


You conclude — (for this publication of private 
Letters ſeems not to ſit eaſy, in the digeſtion of 


your moral Syſtem — I ſay, you conclude thus, 


1f the publication of your letters, as you ſeem to think, 


tend to vindicate your honour, you are, ſo far, obliged to 
1 me, for acting ſo fairly by you— Yes, juſt as much 


* See Remark X. on this Letter. 
+ See Remark XI. on this Letter. 


© WJ 
as I ſhonld be obliged to an Aſſaſſine, who boring 
at me, ſhould, by miſtake kill my Enemy . Hut 


{ fay you, and I agree with you) if the Public fix 
Both the Origine and the reſumption of the diſpute 


with you f, then (lay you) I am juſtified. In good 
ſooth, if ſuch a Public be to be had for love or 
money, I freely conſent, you ſhall have the full en- 
joyment and Patronage of it. 
Sir, your humble Servant 
W. GLOUCESTER. 


EIS  coo 
To The Right Rev. the Lord Bp of GLOUCESTER, 


Bath, Dec. 3, 1765. 
My Lord, 


HAVE this day received your . Letter of 
yeſterday's date. 


Au i you have overhauled the whole affair, 
which is already before the Public with all iis cir- 
cumſtances. The Public will judge of it more im- 
partially than either You or I. I ſhall therefore ſay 
no more upon the caſe in general; and fhall but juſt 
touch upon one or two particulars, which ſeem 
more direct and immediate anſwers to my /a/t Letter. 


Four Quotation from Lord Clarendon is no- 
thing at all to the purpoſe: the caſe is totally 
different, in itfelf, in every circumſtance, and in 


* See Remark XII. on this Letter. 
| + See Remark XIII. on this Letter. 


every 


4 9 
every light in which it can poſſibly be conſidered. 


And your Argument 4 fartiori, founded on a poor 
Quibble on the word opening, is as fine an example 
of juſt Logical Deduction, as your Quotation is of 
judicious Appeal to Authority. 


You ſay, I own, I have expoſed, or, if | you 
will, abuſed, Writers of all ranks and characters, 


civil and ecclęſiaſtical, living and dead.” — Habeo 


confitentem reum. You then enumerate the par- 
ticulars contained under this general deſcription. 
What then, are a// Writers, of all ranks, and all 
characters, either Atheiſts, Deiſts, Libertines, Free- 
thinkers, Bigotts, or Fanatics? are all of them 


Ribaulds ? They are ſo in your eſtimation, and you 


have treated them as Such. 


It is high time, that an end be put to this Cor- 
reſpondence. Out of Reſpect to Myſelf, I will an- 
ſwer no more Such Letters. 


My Lord, your humble Servant 
| Ros. Lowrz. 
SEE TER T 
To The Rev. Dr. Lo wr k. 


F. P. Dec. 4, ae 
Sir 


RECEIVED your laſt inſolent Letter of 


DecF. 3%, which are become very familiar to 


me, for indeed I never received any other from you, 
even in your better humours. 
— Zut 
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But I quibble it ſeems, and confe/s my ow guilty; 
What an advantage have you got over me! What 
pity would it be that you ſhould not make the beſt 
of it. I will do all I can to aſſiſt you, and there- 
fore in the firſt place I freely give you, what, 
L believe, I conld with. difficulty keep from you, 
the benefit of the /aft Word*. Thoſe with whom 
1 have had hitherto to do have always had the 
firſt, and this juſtified my treatment of them: And 
they have always had the /af}, and this encour- 
aged them in their treatment of me, 


All I defire in return is that you would permit 
me to give theſe five Letters to the Public; for 


my Morals will not permit me to print your part of 
them without your leave. 


Your humble Servant 


W. GLoucks TER. 
LETTER YL 
To The Right Rev. the Lord Bp of GLOucESTER. 


Bath, Dec. 5, 1765. 
My Lord, 


LE I LL anſwer the concluding part of your 
Letter of yeſterday. 


You have, according to your deſire, my free 
conſent to publiſh my part of our Correſpondence, | 
from Nov. 21 laſt to the preſent time, together 
with your own. 

See Remark on this Letter, 
Were 


1 


Were I now at liberty to reviſe my firſt Letter, I 
ſhould add two or three words, to expreſs my ſenſe 
a little more fully, towards the end of the ſecond 
Paragraph. As I am not, I take this opportunity 
of - expreſling it here; thus, —— © of which, by 
the ſubſequent proceedings on your part, it be- 
came in the event proper that the Public 
* ſhould be informed of the whole circumſtances.” 
And I deſire, that this Sixth Letter may be added 
in the publication to the Five preceding. 


My LOG, your humble Servant 
Ros. Lowrn. 


LETTER VII 
To The Right Rev. the Lord Bp of GLOUcESTER. 
My Lord, 


1 HAVE ſeen a RY Copy of your. intended 
> Edition of Our late Correſpondence. I have 
ſeveral obſervations to make upon it: and in order 


to do myſelf juſtice, I now in My turn deſire, that 
You would conſent to my publiſhing Your part of 


the ſaid Correſpondence together with my own. 
[ am, M y Lord, 


Durham - 
Jan, 24. 1766. Your humble Servant 


R. Lowir n. 
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LETTER VII. 
To The Rev. Dr. Lo wr 1. 
3 Groſy*, Sq. Jan. 31. 1766. 
Sir 
MIGHT well be excuſed, in taking no notice 


of yours of the 24 from Durham, after you had 
told me, in one of yours from Bath, that you would 


have no further correſpondence with me *. But I 


am willing, under my incapacity of teaching you 
any thing elſe, to teach you a little common civility. 


I hardly know whether I underſtand you. If it 


were your purpoſe to aſk my conſent for the re- 


publication (in your own way ) of the correſpon- 
dence which paſſed between us ſince the publiſhing 
your Libell on me, and my private Letters without 
my conſent ; if this were your purpoſe, there was 
not the leaſt need to aſk it, after you had given your 
conſent to the printing your part of the correſpon- 
dence. This, without more ado, gave you a reci- 
procal right to the other part; and you are heartily 
welcome to it. I will conclude with your laſt words 
in the 6h Letter - I defire that this 8'Þ Letter may 
be added, in the publication, to the ſeven preceding. 


Your humble Servant 


W. GLOUCESTER. 


* See a Remark on this Paſſage, at the End of nn 8 
on Leiter III. 


The Tith 
Of the Former Edition. 


THE 
SECOND PART 
OF A 
LITERARY CORRESPONDENCE 


BETWEEN THE 


Biſhop of GLOUCESTER 
AND THE 


Late Profeſſor of OxrorD, 


WITHOUT AN IMPRIMATUR#* 


rtilx | 
5 F4 To ſanctify the violation of the laws of honour and ſociety. + f 
may 
ng. | 
See in the next page the Note, which was here ſubjoined 
by the former Editor. 
18. + See Note, in page 19. 
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The word Imprimatur.* 


* The Biſhop formerly ſpoke of a People, whom 
he called Anſwerers by profeſſion, meaning certain 
polemical Divines then in queſtion; and the Dunces 
of that time ſaid, he meant the Lawyers: He late- 
OO ly mentioned the feen atmoſphere of wwholſome ſeve- 

rites, meaning thoſe principles of the intolerant 
Doctors, with whom Mr. Lock had to do, (who, in 
their diſpute with him, called Perſecution whol- 
ſome ſeverities +) and the Dunces of this time ſay, 
he meant WINCHESTER and OxForD.— But the 
Lawyers, I remember, laughed heartily at that 
ridiculous contrivance to bring them into the 


quarrel, } 
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+ See Note 1, on Note I; in page 21. 
4 See Note 2, on Note I; in page 22. 
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NOTE UH. 
By the Former Editor; : 
o 
The word dates , in Letter I. 


* The conciliating Letters paſſed in the year 
1756.— Dr. Lowth's injurious Note, reflefting on 
the Bi/bop, was printed in the year 1764. + — and 
the Biſhop's Poſtſcript, in anſwer to it, in 1765. 
This is a clear and ſhort account of the matter: 
But the Biſhop was to be made the Aggreſſor. 
How was this to be brought about? By a very 
extraordinary fetch of wit. — In this unlucky year, 
1756, an acquaintance of the Biſhop's Examined 
Biſhop Sherlock's Sermons, in which the Doctor's 
opinion of the age of Job was controverted by a 
quotation from the book itſelf. But now unluckily 
again, the Examination was publiſhed ſome months 
before the correſpondence began. — What then? 
Might not a Convention be broken before it was 
made, $ as well as an Idolater be puniſhed by the 
judge before the office was created? 


+ See Note 1, on Note II; in page 23. 
t See Note 2, on Note II; in page 23. 
§ See Note 3, on Note II; in page 24. 
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all the Biſhop's writings put together, * — 


— 


EN f} 


NOTE III 
By the Former Editor; 


ON 


Letter II, in page 6. 


And yet, if the account which has been given to 
the Biſhop of the Doctor's printed letter to him, 
be true, (and he has reaſon to think it ſo from 
this very letter) there is more abuſe in it than in 
- To 
ſele& one curious particular. He charges the 
Biſhop with having, in his Sermon pteached before 
the King, laſt Lent, ſomething reflecting on, or 
alluding ro, particular Perſons or tranſactions of a 
recent date. Now the man who affirmed this to 
the Doctor, (if any ſuch there were) and the Doctor 
who affirms it to the Public, are infamous CaLUu- 
XIATORS. + It is well known to ſeveral Perſons 
of Conſideration that this very Sermon, with every 
paſſage, (and in the very words) which gave birth 
to the CaLuUMNy, was written and preached, 
more than once, (and at Court too) many years 
220. 


* See Note 1, on Note III; in page 25. 
+ See Note 2, on Note III ; in page 27. 
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1 *19 J 


NOT E 
On the Words 
e violation of the laws of honour and ſociety 3 


In the Title of the Former Edition. 


If the Publication of Letters, concerning a mere 
literary Diſpute already become public, in vindi- 
cation of the Perſon to whom they were written, 
againſt an injurious attack of the Writer of them, 
be a Violation of the Laws of Honour and Society; 
what ſhall we ſay of the Publication of the late 
Dr. M's Letters to Mr. W? Letters of a Perſon, 
then Deceaſed, to his Friend ; Letters of a private 
and confidential nature; treating Characters and 
Perſons, both living and dead, with the utmoſt. 
freedom; diſcloſing Opinions and Sentiments with- 
out reſerve, and ſuch Opinions and Sentiments as 
have ſubjected the Deceaſed Author to very ſevere 
Cenſure; * in ſhort, ſuch Letters, as neither the 
Deceaſed, nor thoſe that were moſt Near to him, 
would probably by any means have ſuffered to be 
publiſhed ? By Whom, and by what Right, were 
they publiſhed ? Had the Publiſher any plea of 
pelt-vindication, any kind of juſtifiable pretence for 


See Biographia Britannica; article MippLzToN. 


making 


1 J 
king them public? Was it done by the direction, 
or the conſent, of the Deceaſed; with the per- 
miſſion, or even the knowledge, of his Widow and 
Executrix ? Was it not managed in an underhand 
way, by a private dealing- with the Printer ; in- 
ducing him to falſify the Edition of the Works of 
the Deceaſed, by foiſting in the ſaid Letters, with- 
out proper authority; and in ſuch a manner, that 
they muſt" appear to have been publiſhed by order 
of the Deceaſed Author himſelf, or that of his 
Executrix ? Till ſatisfadtory Anſwers can be given 
to theſe Queries; ; it is imagined, we ſhall hear no 
more, upon this occaſion, of the Violation of the 
Laws of Honour and Society; of Morality, and the 
Law of Nature; and of the ſuperlative Og 
of the Truſt of @ Private Letter. 


wins — 8 „„ 
— 4454 whey , 


NOTES upon NOT Es. 


ON 
The preceding NOTE I. 


Nor 1. The only part of this Note, which 
is at all to the purpoſe, is the open acknowledg- 
ment, however unneceſſary, which is here made; 
that by wWHOLESOME SEVERITIES (who it was 
that firſt made uſe of the expreſſion, it matters 
not) the Bp meant PERSECUTtoNd. The Intole- 
rant Dactors, it ſeems, in their Diſpute with Mr. 
Locke, expreſſed themſelves in this manner. Be it 
ſo. But was the late Profeſſor HARDILY BROUGHT 
ur by theſe Intolerant Doctors, who probably were 
dead and gone before he was born ? And was the 
P. likewiſe TAUGHT by theſe ſame Intoleraut 
Doctors fo early to diſtinguiſb between DE Facro 
and DE JokE; between an HtREDITARY RIGHT 
to the Crown of England, and the AcTuar. Pos- 
SESSION of it? a Political and Legal Diſtinction, 
appropriated to this Meaning; taken from our 
Statute Law, * and explaincd by all the Expoſitors 
of our Laws; + and by which the Bp no leſs cer- 
tainly means (as all, two or three perſons only 
excepted, have underſtood him to mean) Jxcoss- 
TIsM. For what other meaning can it poſlibly 


* Stat 1 Bd. IV. c. 1 | 
Coke 3 luſt. 7. Elackſtone's Commentarics ; Vol, I, p. 197. 
| B 3 have 


„„ 
have, when marked out as one of the PxINCIPLES, 
in which the P. was BRovGyT ur? On what 
foundation, and with what face, does the Right 
Reverend Perſon dare to impute theſe PxINCIPLES 
of PERSECUTION and JACOBITISM to the P; or to 
thoſe, by whom, and among whom he was BROUGHT 
ue ? It would be offering an affront to The IL- 
LUSTRIOUS BODY, Which is manifeſtly pointed out 
in this paſfage, to attempt to defend Them in 
form againſt ſuch a Charge. And as to the 
inſmuation regarding the P. himſelf ; he, Dr. 
Lo wr, does publicly, and in the face of the 
world, defy the BIs HO oF GLOUCESTER to juſtify 


his Calumny by the leaſt ſhadow of n or co- 
lour of . 


Norz 2. he Lawyers laughed heartily at the 
« Dunces, who ſaid, that by Anſwerers by Pro- 
« feſſion Dr. W. meant THEM.“ The Lawyers 
were very merrily diſpoſed, if they could laugh 
. heartily ar ſo filly and improbable a conceit, which 
could not ſeriouſly be uttered by any man. But 
the Oxonians have with good reaſon laughed 
_ heartily at the poor ſhift, and mean equivocation, 
to which the Bp is reduced; in his wretched 
attempt to explain away a baſe Slander, which he 
has not the "roma s either openly: to avow, or 
fairly to retract, 


Ou 


1 


On NOTE II. 

. NoTE 1. In the year 1764.“ Here is a 
ſmall chronological miſtake. The Note in queſtion 
(in the ſecond Edition of the Prelections) was 
printed, and publiſhed, rowards the End of the 
year 1763. This by the way ſhews, that His 
Lordihip's animadverſion upon the injurious Note 
was no haſty performance, no precipitate effuſion 
of ſudden paſſion. It worked in his head, and 
fermented in his heart, for a long time; and it was 
preceded from the firſt by violent and frequently 
repeated menaces. The fruit of above a year's 
accumulated wrath, and ſtudied invective, at laſt 
iſſued forth in the AppENDIX ; a piece, which, for 
concluſive Reaſoning, delicate Wit, deep Erudition, 
fine Taſte, and juſt Criticiſm, cannot be paralleled. 
from all the Archives of Dunciad Literature. 


NOTE 2. © This is a clear and fhort account 
« of the matter.” This is not a clear account of 
the matter, nor the whole of it. The matter is 
explained in The Letter to the Author of Divine Le- 
gation, p. 10, &c.; and ſhall be more minutely ex- 
plained here. The Examination was publiſhed 
upon, or within a day or two of, May 18, 
1756, The former Correſpondence was opened 
towards the end of Auguſt; as appears by the 
date of Dr. C's and Mr. S's Letters to the P. 


B 4 Almoſt 


'TeÞ4 1 
Almoſt the whole of which interval the P. ſpent as 
follows: in a journey in June from Wincheſter to 
Durham ; in Reſidence, and further ſtay, at Dur- 
dam, or in the Neighbourhood: in a journey from 
Durham to Chatſworth; and after ſome time ſpent 
there, from thence to Wincheſter. During which 
time the P. ſaw no one perſon, who probably 
could give him any information of the Contents of 
the Examiner's Book; except Dr. Warburton, who 
made no mention of it at all to him. He had not 
the leaſt notice of them from any other quarter, till 
ſome time after the Correſpondence was finiſhed ; 
as may be fairly concluded from the ſecond Para- 
graph of Letter III, in the Former Correſpondence ; 
where no notice at all is taken of the Examiner, 
whoſe Book furniſhed the abſurd objection there 
refuted : nor did he inquire for, or fee, the Book, 
till above two years after it was publiſhed. The 
Examiner's Book therefore was in effect, as far as 
regarded the P. and his part in what is here called 
the Convention, as if it had remained all the while 
unpubliſhed. - 


4 % R 1 oy * 2 2 8 — 1 4 
. 8 
ä—MU— — — es eee — ——g—— x —Ʒ• — » 
— 9 hon, no es PO et obs 0nd . n —— 22 ñꝛů— — N i 
- + - 22 4 I ; 2 2 
—_ Py . © + 
un h ”= N " * 9 ITY Is, Hy | 
; . emen 
9 2 
. TI 4 
my << 
* . * 4 
. << 
” * i, — 
>. 
_ 
- "—_—_ 
* 8 


— 
3 ů — 
an ht 


A— 
10 


„ . 


ner” ol * EIS 2 


n e ea n = * ” 
5 — — — — 
ä—%G—GmQ⁊ũV— 3 ep Here er üU— . te dds ii arenas recenal 
— IIS) 4 N ” 5 N ” n 


NOTE 3. © Might not a Convention be broken 

« before it was made? How, or by whom? By 
the Examiner, who was no party in the Conventi- 
on, and had no manner of concern in it; and there- 
fore could not break it? Or is this merely deſigned 
to introduce the pleaſant conceit, which follows; 
« as well as an Idolater be puniſhed by the JuDGE, 
 *« before 


19 
« before the Or ric was created:“ as if there 
were no JUDGES in the time of Job, becauſe they 
did not wear a Scarlet Robe, a full bottom'd Wig, 
and a Coif! 
As for the Convention as it is called; we ſhall FR 
by and by what it amounted to. 


On NOTE II. 


NoTE I. © There is more abuſe in the Dr's 
printed Letter, than in all the Biſhop's Writings put 
« together.” An Accuſation of a moſt heinous and 
flagitious nature, founded on hearſay; on the re- 
port probably of ſome of his own Creatures, whom 
he has all the reaſon in the world to think pre- 
judiced, and bad evidence, in this caſe: and of 
whoſe Veracity indeed he ſeems to have ſome 
doubt; for he ſpeaks with a caution and heſitation 
(* if the account given him be true”) which is not 
in his uſual manner. He advances this horrible 
Charge on hearſay, againſt a printed and publiſh- 
ed Letter, which he might ar any time have read, 
to ſee whether what was reported to him were 
true or not; and which, at the ſame time that 
he accuſes it as an infamous Libel, he modeſtly 
declares, that he has not read, and never will read. 
„More ABUSE in the LETTER than in ALI. HIS 
* WxITINGs put together!“ Courage, my Lord; 
never fear! Tour writings ſhall always ſtand un- 
Tivaled in this reſpect. 

— Sume 
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[ 26 } 

— Sume n 

Quæſitam meritis. 
You have always valued Yourſelf on your Talent 
for Abuſe; and none ſhall dare to diſpute the palm 
with you. The Siſennæ and the Barr: of antient 
times, the Aretines and the Scioppiuſes of later 
date, ſhall all vail the bonnet to You : and if any 
upſtart Ribbald of the preſent age ſhall dare to 
enter the liſts againſt you in this career ; tell him 
with your uſual ſpirit, © that, at the long run, he 
* ſhall have no reaſon to applaud his ſituation,” 


To after age Txov ſhalt be writ the Man, 
That beſt with bitter words could arm the tongue, 
And dart the venom'd taunt with keeneſt rage. 


To cite full and particular evidence of His Lord- 
ſhip's ſuperior merits, in this way, would be an 
endleſs raſk. To ſeledt therefore one curious parti- 
cular only; and that, from a piece in the Panegy- 
Tic ſtrain: for he has the addreſs to exhibit his 
faculty upon every occaſion, and to ſurprize us 
with the diſplay of it, when leaſt expected. In 
the Dedication prefixed to the 30 Volume of Divine 
Legation, he qualifies all thoſe, whoſoever they 


may be, who had controverted his opinions, many 
of them Perſons of known probity, piety, and 


learning, as Zealots and Bigots; as madmen lead- 


ang the blind : as belying a Zeal for Religion by a 
ridiculous TarTUFFISM; that is, by a ſanctimo- 
nious > Hypocriſy, put on as a Maſk to cover the moſt 


flagitious 


ta 3 
flagitious. deſigns. & And he cloſes the Liſt with 
the addition of a Venerable Archbiſhop of Can- 
terbury, not long ſince deceaſed ; marking him out 
by the Initial Lerter of his Name, as the En- 
courager of fal/e Zealots, and the Head of the 
unbelieving Politicians. I It would be impertinent 
10 enquire, how this well-judged and decent Ad- 
dreſs was received by the truly great and reſpect· 
able Perſon, to whom i it was preſented, in quality 
of Patron. But one may aſk as a Queſtion of Law, 
What judgment the ſame great Magiſtrate would 
probably have paſſed upon it, in quality of Lord 
Chief Juſtice of England; if it had been preſented 


to him, as a Libel, * 1 in the Court 
of * s Bench. 


NorE 2. Let us now conſider the remaining 
part of the former Editor's third Note, contain- 
ing * charge of an INFAMOUS CALUMNY. 


* See Le TAX TVrrE, ou L'Impoſteur, de Moliere. 


. + ©. It { Divine Legation ] awaked a thouſand black paſſions 
; 2 and idiot prejudices. The Zealots inſlamed the Bigots. 
; « — Tavas the Time's plague, when madmen led the blind. For, 
« the noble proſecution of real Impiety was now over; or, at 
. leaſt, no longer ſerious. What remained, to belye a zeal for 
« Religion, was a ridiculous Tartuſfiſm; ' ridiculous becauſe 
„ without the power to perſecute ; otherwiſe, ſufficiently ſerious, 
as it was encouraged by men, at that time, in eminence of 
« place. [ Mete — © Archbiſhop P.” ] For falſe Zeal and un- 
* believing Volitics always concur, and often find their account 
in ſuppreſing NOVELFIES.” Div. Lag. Vol. ii. 


Dedicat. 


1 

The P. has hinted at a famous Sermon preach- 
ed at Court, which was univerſally underſtood by 
thoſe who heard it © to reflect on, or allude to, 
* Perſons or Tranſactions of a recent Date.” In 
diſproof of this it is alledged, that this very Ser- 
mon, with every paſſage, and in the very words, 
was written and preached many' years ago, Has 
the P. ſaid one word relating to any of theſe cir- 
cumſtances? Has he ſo much as intimated, that 
the Sermon was old, or new, or new- vampt; that 
it was, or was not, preached before, with every 
paſſage, and in the very words? He has nothing 
to do with theſe circumſtances : be they true or 
falſe, his Veracity is not in the leaſt concerned: 
Sit Fides penes Auctorem. But, was not ſuch a 
Sermon preached ? It is not denied. Are the Sen- 
timents, or even the Words, of that Sermon miſ- 
reported? It is not pretended, that they are. Was 
not ſuch an Interpretation of them made by all that 
heard them, or heard of them, © as reflecting on 
« Perſons and Tranſactions of recent Date ?” That 
it was, is a matter of public Notoriety ; it cannot 
be contradicted. And this Interpretation was con- 
firmed by the Perſonal Behaviour of the Preacher 
to the Perſon ſuppoſed to be reflected on. So that 
at laſt this INF AMOUS CALUMNY turns out to be 


a ſimple Alluſion to a Notorious, Undenied, Un- 
deniable MaTTER oF Fact. 


REMARKS 


REMARKS on the LETTERS. 


On LETTER J. 


REM ARK I. © Not ſo much (th# I have your 
Example) as to bring my Superiors into the quar- 

« rel,” What may be the meaning of this ſentence, 
it is not eaſy to divine.“ How has the P. ſer the 
the example of bringing Superiors into the quar- 
rel? And if he has done ſo; what is the method 
of following that example, which offers itſelf to the 
Bp, and of which he here declares that he will not 
avail himſelf ? The P. does not underſtand it; and 
can only gueſs, that it may be intended to ſignify His 
Lordſhip's great generoſity, in not calling him be- 
fore the H. of L. for Breach of Privilege, in pub- 
liſhing the Letters of Dr. Warburton. + Whether 
he is right or not, in his conj ecture, muſt be lefr 
to ſome more ſkilful QEdipus to reſolve. 


* Nor will it be at all eaſier to diſcover the Author's meaning ; 

| IF the words are conſidered, as they were ordered to ſtand in the 

former Edition. For there, amongſt other ſtrange alterations from 

the Original Letters which are to be met with, the words above 

quoted were printed thus (though I have your N * nat fo much 
as to bring my Superiors into the youre 
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to 3 


REMARK 2. * 7 have neither read nor ſeen, 
* nor ] believe ever ſhall, your printed Letter to me.” 
His Lordſhip in this imitates the Wiſdom of the 
Oſtrich ; who, when he is purſued, runs his head 
into.a hole, leaving his hinder parts all expoſed; 
and in. that ſituation, ſeeing no body, concludes, 


that no body ſees him. 


On LeTTzx II. 
REMARK 1. A doubt aroſe upon reading 
Note 1. of the former Editor, whether the Bp and 
the Editor were the ſame perſon. It was © nz (the 
Bp) mentioned; and I (the Editor) remember.” 
Now how AE the ſame Individual, in the ſame 
breath, be both the Firſt and the Third perſon ? 
And here again ariſes the ſame doubt, whether the 
Bp be really the prior Editor of theſe Letters. So 
great and celebrated an Editor, wh, to his immor- 
tal glory has publiſhed Shakeſpear and Pope ; who 
underſtood Shakeſpear, as no mortal ever under- 
ſtood him before; and who underſtood Pope bet; 
ter than Pope did himſelf ;* this Coryphæus of 
all Editors, one ſhould think, would have acquitted 
himſelf jn bis Editorial capacity with at leaſt to- 
lerable Care, which after all is the firſt requiſite in 


* vou underſtand my work (The Eſſay on Man) better 
than I do myſelf, Pope to Warburton, Letter 104. And ſee 
Warburton's Notes on Pope's Works, paſ/im. 


all 


TE 
an Editor: and one ſhould think, His Lordſhip, in 


the preſent caſe, would have acquitted himſelf as 
a Man of Honour. Whereas here neither part is 


performed: for in this ſhort Letter, beſides the 
confounding of Paragraphs, and in conſequence the 


falſifying of a ſubſequent Reference, no leſs than 
Seven words and a half, in different places, were 


omitted in the former Edition; to the utter de- 


ſtruction of connexion, grammar, and ſenſe. 
Another Omiſſion, repeatedly made by the for- 
mer Editor of the Letters, muſt be here obſerved: 
namely, that of the Complimentary Concluſion; 
which in each of the P's Letters was, My Lord, 
« Your humble Servant.” Now the P. does not 
chooſe either to appear guilty of Neglect to his 
Superiors, or to lie under any ſuſpicion of Inſo- 
lence to his Inferiors ; which the Reader may con- 
ceive of him, when he ſees his Name here bluntly 
ſubſcribed to his Letters without the common Ci- 


vilities; and may think it his uſual manner upon 


other occaſions. The ſame appearance with regard 
to His Lordſhip may not be liable to the ſame miſ- 
conſtruction : it may become ſo great a Man to be 
above common forms. However the Editor was 
certainly not at liberty to alter che P's Letters, in 


any part, or in any reſpec; r in ſubſtance, 


or for m. 


|. REMARK 2. © Of which Conceſſion you may make 
whatever uſe you pleaſe,” Sec Remark 1, on Letter 1. 
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On LETTER III. 


REMARK 1. © That the charging you with, not 
« to ſay, the convicting you from your own words of 


« being an Advocate for Intolerance.” ls this, or is 
it not, a Conceſſion, that he has not convicted the P. 
of being an Advocate for Intolerance ? If it is; 
then the great Poſtulatum, © That not one fallacious 
« Argument ever imputed to his Writings has been 
proved,“ muſt by his own acknowledgment be no 
longer admitted. If it is not; then it will appear 
from hence, as well as from a number of other 


inſtances, that the Author's reſolution never to 


read what is written againſt him, tho? uſeful to the 
Purpoſe of vanity and ſelf-complacency, and highly 
becoming the dignity of One fully poſſeſſed with 


the opinion of his own Infallibility, is neverthe- 
leſs ſubje& to ſome ſmall inconvenience: eſpecially 
to your Boaſters, who for want of this neceſſary 
information often run into grievous miſtakes, and 
are apt to boaſt in the wrong place. 


REMARK 2. © Whether they underſtood Me or 
* the Examiner to be meant.” Pray, My Lord, let 
it be at leaſt * Me and the Examiner,” Me together 


with the Examiner: for you will never perſuade 


any mortal, chat You alone were meant, and that 


the Examiner was not meant at all. 


REMARK 
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REMARK: 3. In the decent compariſon to F. 
. * Harduin.,” The P. has ſaid, that the opinion of 
certain learned men, in which number the Bp is 
included, upon a certain point of Criticiſm, is al- 
moſt as injudicious as F. Harduin's in a ſimilar 
cafe. And where now is the indecency of this com- 
pariſon? Would the Bp have ſcrupled to apply it 
to any of his Opponents; to any of them, if there 
erer were any one, whom he had been inclined to 
treat with civility, or even with favour? Or is 
there any ching in the very name of Harduin, that 
carries with it more than ordinary reproach in the 
very mention of it? Is his Character ſo univerſally 
bad, that no compariſon with regard to any part 
of it can be made, without indecency towards the 
perſon, who is in any reſpect compared with him? 
. Harduin was a man of extenſive Learning, of much 
more extenſive Reading, of great Genius, of a 
ſtrong, a lively, a fruitful, a forgetive Imagination; 
but very confident, arrogant, precipitate, injudi- 
cious, and violently addicted to Hypotheſis and 
Paradox. What ſhould poſſeſs the Bp, to conſider 
this as a Character ſo univerſally 2 
hateful, and infamous? 


RE MARK 4. You did not mean me, forſeoth, 
hut ſomebody who had written before on the ſame 
« ſubje.” A groſs miſrepreſentation! The P. 
all along acknowledged, that he did mean Him; 
C lee 


e 

he alledged, that he diſſented from Him, in con- 
junction with many others. What he denied was, 
that he meant Him in particular; that he had at- 
racked opinions peculiarly His. This evidently ap- 
pears from the following paſſages of Letter L in 
the former © Correſpondence. © I found myſelf 
4 obliged to differ in opinion from ſeveral Writers 
of great authority in the Republic of Letters; 
« ſuch as Grotius, Le Clerc, Biſhop Hare, Dur- 
« /elf, and many others. —I diſagreed not only 
with Tov, but with one, or other, or all of the 
the authors abovementioned, and a hundred 
* others. — I could not have ſpoken upon the ſub- 
« jet at all without diſſenting from Tu in con- 
„junction with many others; and I don't know 
„how I could have ſignified my diſſent more inof- 
« fenſively. I cannot have miſrepreſented Tour 

particular notions, for 1 never intended to repre- 
« ſent them art all; nor had I any thing to Go wth 
them.“ 

Hence appears the xECESSITY there was for 
publiſhing the ſaid Correſpondence : for if he has 
the confidence to miſrepreſent and falſify it, now it 
hes before the Public; what would he have done, 
if it had been ſtill kept private, and that too ac- 
cording to his pretenſions, till He would have con- 
ſented to the publication ? 


REMARK 5. © How comes it to paſs, that 
our Opinions are uncantrovertible, inviolable, and 
* ſacred f = How indeed. When all the world 
3 3 * Anus 


A 

*knows, there is not a ſcribbling Dunce in the 
* Kingdom, but has been as free with my opinions 
« as your ſelfe.“ What, in the name of Common 
Senſe, is this to the purpoſe ? Did the P. mean, 
that any mortal allowed the Bp's claim of the in- 
violableneſs of his opinions? And does not the Bp 
himſelf acknowledge, in the very next words, 
that the P. did mean, that the Bp himſelf, and he 
alone, held his own Opinions ſacred ; at the ſame 
time charging the P. with diſguiſing the Fact, in 
meaning ſo, and expreſſing that meaning? © But 
4 you diſguiſe the Fact. The queſtion is not, how 
« facred I” [ I MYSELF, and not others] © eſteem 
my Opinions; but Let us then fee, what 
| is the true e queſtion, and the FACT. 


REMARK 6. But whether there was not a 
& Convention made between us ( for which I appeal 
* to the printed Letters) to drop all oppoſition on 
« both fides, concerning the book of Job? Once 
more, the abſolute NECESSITY there was for the 
Publication of the ſaid Letters, for the P's juſtifica- 
tion, fully appears: when his Correſpondent has the 
unparalleled confidence, © an aſſurance (to uſe his 
« own words“) that hath ſomething in it of a Pro- 
« digy,” to appeal to the Letters for a Convention, 
when all the world may ſee, that no ſuch thing 1s 
to be found there. He charged the P. with 


* Div, Leg. Vol. IV, p. 305. 
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[ 365 ] 
having reflected upon Him in his PreleQions ; he 
alledged particular inſtances ; he was baffled in all 
his pretenſions, and beaten out of every allegation; 
he laid hold of a favourable opportunity to make 
a retreat, with as good grace as he might; he 
dropt his threatened proſecution of vengeance ; 
and agreed to be with the P. upon terms of eivi- 
lity and good neighbourhood. This is the ſur 
and ſubſtance of the Former Correſpondence. The 
only thing like a Stipulation, or Convention, if it 
it is to be fo called, which is to be found there, is 
contained in the following paſſages of Letters IV 
and V. However I owe ſo much to your piety, 
« which is really edifying, as to ſtrike out that 
note againſt your Father the very firſt opportu- 
« nity.” In anſwer to which, it was ſaid; “ In 
« return for your very obliging Conceſhon in re- 

« oard to my Father, I will very readily endeavour | 
« to ſoften or alter any expreſſions which {till of- 
fend you, and which you ſhall mark to me as 
« ſuch, as far as I can do it conſiſtently with my 
general Theſis.” The Author of Julian, it ſeems, 


has never had an opportunity of ſtriking out bis 


injurious reflections on the P's Father; nor did he 


ever mark out to the P. any paſſages to be altered 


in the Prelections. The one paſſage in the Pre- 
lections, which the P. (in the 34 Letter) ſaid he 
would correct, he hath accordingly corrected in the 
laſt Edition, And where now is the Convention, 
and what are the Articles of it, which the perfi- 
dious P. hath fo inſolently broken? 


But 
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Zut be it granted, that there was a formal Con- 
vention, duly ſigned and ſealed by each of the con- 
tracting Powers; by which it was ſtipulated “ to 
« drop all oppoſition on both ſides concerning the 
* Book of Job;” by what new Canon of Logic, 
or unheard of Maxim in Politics, is it proved, that 
the Candid Examiner is included in the ſaid Con- 
vention? Is there any precedent to be found in · the 
Corps Diplomatique, by which it may appear, that 
a Party neither mentioned in expreſs terms in the 
Treaty, nor deſcribed in any part of it, nor even- 
tually acceding to it, hath ever been held intitled 
to the benefit thereof? Or is the Candid Examiner 
ſo intimately united with the Bp, as to be juſtly 
reckoned one and the ſame with him; rhough the 
diminutiveneſs of the former may be ſo loſt in the 
immenſity of the latter, as not readily to appear? 
But the Bp in the very next ſentence expreſly al- 
lows, and even affirms, that“ the Examiner and 
He are not one but two.“ It may then be ſafely 
concluded, that Dr. Warburton, howſoever expreſſ- 
ed, ſpecified, or deſcribed, in the ſaid Convention, 
doth not in his perſon virtually include the Candid 
Examiner: and thar the P. was, notwithſtanding 
ſuch Convention, intirely at liberty to repel the in- 
ſults of the ſaid Candid Examiner, in ſuch manner 
as he thought proper. eee eee 


« Sure, if he ſpar'd the Principal, no rules 
* Of honour bound him not to maul his Tools.” 
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. REMARK 7. The Candid Examiner has been 
ſo often mentioned, that without giving ſome more 
particular account of Him and his Work, we ſhould 
neither do him proper honour, nor perhaps fatisfy 
the expectation of the curious Reader. 
In the year 1753, Dr. SHERLOCK, Biſhop. of 
London (an © Admirable Writer, who always 
throws new Light on every - Obſcure Subject, 


„ and new Graces on every Common one, he un- 


« dertakes to treat of,” * publiſhed a Volume of 
Sermons, preached at the Temple while he was 
Maſter there. In theſe Sermons there were ſe- 
veral Propoſitions and Arguments, which were not 
conſonant to the Doctrines of Divine Legation. The 
Author of that work and his Friends were immedi» 
ately alarmed. The Sermons indeed were known 
to have been preached, with the ſame Principles 
and Doctrines, and probably © with every paſſage, 
and in the very words,” long before Divine 


Legation was ever heard of; even before that 
I {trange fancy had gotten poſſeſſion of the peri- 
* cranium ” 4 of its Author, as an imitator of that 


„Div. Leg. Vol. II, p. 534; Firſt Edition. In the later Edi- 


tions, the Author, tho' ſtill retaining the borrowed ſentiments of 


Bp Sherlock, hath choſen to omit both the Compliment and 
the Acknowledgment. 


© + Div. Leg. Vol. III, p. 96; n. This crimes is 3 to 
Mr. Needham: and Ore Mr. de Guignes ( according to the ſame 
Note ) is full as abſurd, and ſo comes in for his Share of the un- 
mannerly Sneer. Mr. de Guignes, a Gentleman, an eminent Aca- 
demician, and a Stranger, who treated Mons* Warburton with great 


Author's 


I 3 
Author's ſtyle and manner would expreſs it; or- 
as one of his Admirers, and perhaps He Himlelf, 
would rather ſay, before that Minexva * was 
conceived in the head of JuriTEr, However it 
was reſolved, that This, like moſt other Books then 
publiſhed, was a direct attack upon Divine Lega- 
tion; and accordingly the doom of utter deſtruction 
was denounced againſt it. A proper perſon was 
to be choſen, to put the ſentence in execution. 
The choice admitted of little doubt : ir fell upon a 


politeneſs, and complimented his excellent Theory, muſt be very 
much ſurpriſed to ſee the return made to his civilities And One 
Mr. Bouiller, notwithſtanding his fine compliment of egregium 
opus, ubi ingenium acerrimum cum ex mia eruditione certat ; yet be- 
cauſe he did not diſtinguiſh between a Typical and a Scenical Re- 
Preſentation, or did not ſee the vaſt importance of that Diſtinction, 
which, makes the difference between the great Author's and the 
Common Opinion, meets with a ſtill leſs gracious reception: 
and has his choice, whether he will paſs for a blundering Accu- 
fer, or an ort hodoxal Malignant. (Div. Leg. Vol. V, p. 224; n.) 
From ſuch ſpecimens of our good breeding, tis no wonder our 
polite Neighbours call us Tug Savaces or EuroPs. 

* See His Lordſhip's Epiſcopal Privy Seal, uſed upon common 
occaſions : in which is repreſented the Heathen Goddeſs Mix ER- 
va, with all her Attributes, the Owl. only excepted ; her left 
hand on her Egis, which reſts on the ground; if it may ſtil] be 
called hers; for on it are pourtrayed, inſtead of the Goa con, 
the Enſigns Armorial of WAR BURTON: ſhe looks towards another 
Shield, on which are the Arms of the BisHoyricx of GLovu- 

'CESTER. Tt is left to the Mythologiſts to reſolve, whether by 
MixkERvA is meant DivIxE LEGAT30N in paricular ¶ Ainera a 
being the Patroneſs of Legiſlation — ſee Div. Leg. Vol. III. 
p. 393 n.) or rather in general the Diving Genius of the Au- 
thor, which alone bath led him on, and raiſed him to ſo high a 
Station, CEE | 


C 4 perſon, 


1 
perſon, Anonymous indeed, but well known ſince 
by the Title of Examiner; to which with ſingular 
propriety hath been added the Epithet Candid. 
Him the Author of Divine Legation ſent forth, to 
atchieve this great exploit; as the renowned Knight 


Sir ARTHEGALL, upon all important occaſions, 
employed his reſiſtleſs Groom, * 


« Whoſe name was TALus, made of yron mould; 
« Who in his hand an yron Flayl did hold, 


« With which he threſh'd out * 2 did 
Truth unfold.” 


Mr. Candid Examiner's 0 conſiſted of 
two parts: firſt, he had it in charge at all events 
to demoliſh the obnoxious Biſhop ; ſecondly, he was 
ordered to knock down every man he ſhould meet, 
or could find, who had dared to advance any Propo- 
ſition whatever derogating from the Decrees of Di- 
vine Legation. The bold Adventurer ſallied forth, 
and laid about him ſo effectually with his terrible 
Weapon, that he ſoon gave a good account of 
the Foe-man, both Principal and Auxiliaries : he 
Vas received by his Maſter, on his return from his 
glorious expedition, with great applauſe ; and 
ſhortly after, as we have before recorded, was ad- 
vanced to deſerved Honour. 


It may perhaps be enquired more particularly, 
what ſort of a Weapon this dreadful Controver- 
ſial Flail was, with which the renowned Groom 


* Spencer's Fairy Queen; B. V; C. I, 12. 
| did 
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did ſuch marvellöus execution. We ſhalf endea- 
vour to ſatisfy the curious inquirer. The Author 
of the Candid Examination at ſetting out lays 
violent hands on a certain Poſtulatum, and takes 
full poſſeſſion of it; without ſtanding to make out 
his claim, or prove his right thereto. His Poſtu- 
latum is in effect one ſimple Propoſition, tho? in 
different parts of the book appearing in different 
ſhapes, and expreſſed in different manners: namely, 
That whatever is called a Myſtery is totally un- 
known, and in all circumſtances and reſpects an abſo- 
lute Secret, till the full and final Revelation of it: 
that a Type, a Vail, or a Cover, is intended. to 
hide, to ſecrete, and to keep out of ſight : ſo that a 
Doctrine revealed under a type, a vail, or a cover, is 
a Doctrine not revealed at all: that even a Declarati- 
on, that ſuch a doctrine is Typical, makes it no longer 
Typical, but on the contrary a plain and expreſs Re- 
velation ; or, as his Maſter expreſſes it * in his pe- 
culiar way, © the carnal cover, being clearly ſeen 
through, or eaſily taken off, ſerves for no more than 
« @ trick of hocus pocus: that the Jews. muſt have 
ſeen the Whole power and ſubſtance of the Goſpel 
in the Types of the Law, or Nothing at all, not the 
leaſt Glimpſe of it: all which and many more the 
like Propoſitions, upon which the changes are 
perpetually rung throughout the book, are equiva- 
| lent (as intimated before) to one ſimple Propoſi- 
tion, namely this; That there is no Mean at all 
between the two Extremes of the groſs Darknets 


Div. Leg. Vol. V, p. 134. 


of 


4 J 
of à cloudy moonleſs Midnight, and the fall Blaze 
of clear Sunſhine at Noon-day. Againſt this for- 
midable argument, managed with admirable dexte- 
rity, and wielded with invincible force, by the hardy 
Groom, it is no wonder, that the aw could 
make no reſiſtance. 


* For every while that mighty yron Man, 
With his ſtrange Weapon, never wont in War, 
* Them ſorely vex'd, and cours'd,' and over-ran, 
« And broke their bows, and did their ſhooting 
mar; 
That none of all the Many once did dare 
Him to affault, nor once approach him nigh : 
« Bur, like a ſort of Sheep diſperſed far, 
For dread of their devouring Enemy, 
Through all the fields and rallies did before 
« him fly.“ * 


Remark 8. In a manner fo notorious, fo li- 
« centious, and ſingularly ſcandalous, abuſed ——* 
Imperfealy quoted: inſert the words, * eſpecially 
in one of has profeſſt ion and order, abuſed” — 
for the chief circumſtances, that make this len- 
tiouſneſs of Abuſe ſingularly ſcandalous, are, that 
it was ſo long practiſed by him being a Clergy- 
man; and of late not in the leaſt corrected or re- 
mitted, ſince he became a Biſhop. But this imper- 
fect Quotation will appear the leſs wonderful, as 


F. Q. v. IV. 44- 


there 


4 43 1 
there are ſeyeral other inſtances of -Miſquoration 
to keep it in countenance, See Note 13, on Let- 
ter III. See alſo Letter VIII; wherein the Bp af- 
firms, that in one of the Letters from Bath the P. 
ſaid, * He would have no further correſpondence 
„with the Bp.” But the P's ſaying in Letter IV. 
that “ he would anſwer no more ſuch Letters,” 
does not imply a renouncing of. the Bp's corre- 
 ſpondence; unleſs it be ſuppoſed, that the Bp ne- 
ver writes. any Letters but sucn as Letter III. 


REMARK 9. Give me firſt of all leave to 
* Jaugh ky: —— and then I will give you an 
* Anfever.”, As a Gentleman was reading this 
Paſtoral da: to a Cirele of Literati at Oxford ; 
one of the Company begged leave to interrupt the 
Recital at this place, and, after the Bp's example, 
to make a paule in it, for the relaxation of the 
Audience, by telling them the following ſtory. 

A Country Fellow, among other fights of Lon- 
don, went one day to ſee the great ſight of all, the 
Lions in the Tower. He ſoon joined there ſome 
others, who. were come upon the ſame errand. 
When they were introduced to the Den, and the 
Keeper began to perform his office by exhibiting 
the ſeveral Animals to the Company; the Old 
Lion of all, the great King of the Beaſts, as re- 
ſenting the indignity of being expoſed for a Shew, 
ſhaking his ſhaggy mane, laſhing his ſides with his 
tail, and glaring ) with his hiery eyes, uttered a moſt 

tremendous 
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fremendous Roar. The poor Countryman, aft 
aghaſt, with his hair ſtanding an end, and ſhud- 
dering in every limb, flunk away, and crept into 
à corner to hide himſelf, * What's the matter, 
© honeſt friend, ſays the Keeper? prythee, what. 
* art afraid of? Why, man, he only Lavens h. 
Laughs, quoth a, ſays the Countryman; d'ye call 
this LAuSGHING ? If he looks ſo plaguy ugly, and 
makes ſuch a hideous noiſe, when he LAuGHs ; 3 
what muſt he do, when he GrowLs 5 


REMARK 10. I have expoſed, or if you will, 
% in your own language, abuſed (and I hope to the 
o ſmall ſervice of Religion and my Country) Wri- 
fers of all ranks and Characters, Civil and Eccles 
« faſtical, living and dead It has been ſaid, that 
a Civil Ambaſſador is, An honeſt and grave man, 
ſent abroad to LIE for the good of his Country. 


 Agreeably to the Bp's claim of Merit in this place, 


a Sacred Ambaſſador may with equal propriety be 
defined, A meek and holy perſon commiſſioned to 


RAIL and REVILE for the benefit of the Chriſtian 
Religion. 


REMARK II. Nor ONE FALLACIOUs Ax- 
© GUMENT EVER IMPUTED TO MY WRITINGS HAS 
«* BEEN PROVED.” A glorious Aſſeveration! uttered 
with a magnanimous aſſurance; and, no doubt, 
with full ccnidence of the truth of it, before ſo 


Auguſt 
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Auguſt an Aſſembly! But as the Bp has often de- 
elared, that he does not read, or ſo much as look 
into, the things that are written againſt him; how 
ean he be aſſured, that this Aſſeveration is true? 
Oh! but * a * learned perſon hath been prevailed 
upon to undergo the drudgery of turning. over 
© this dirty heap, and marking what he imagined 
« would i in the leaſt deſerve, or could juſtify, any 
« notice,” But is he ſure, that the learned Copro- 
Phorus, allowing his conſummate judgment, hath 
acquitred himſelf in this delicate Office diligently 
and faithfully, without favour or affection, partia- 
lity or prejudice ? Are we ſure, that a perſon in- 
dued with ſuch humility and lowlineſs of mind, fo 
mean, abject, and grovling, as to debaſe himſelf to 
ſuch dirty drudgery, would have the ſpirit and 
courage to make a diſagreeable report to his Maſ- 
ter? as, My Lord, ſuch a one has abſolutely 
« overthrown an effential Propoſition i in your De- 
© monſtration of the Divine Legation of Moſes: 
«another hath made a dangerous attack upon the 
« Alliance, and hath demoliſhed a main pillar of it: 
and ſo on of the reſt. Only figure to yourſelf, 
Gentle Reader, how ſuch a report would be re- 
ecived; and ſay, if it be at all probable, that ſuch 
a report, however true, would ever be made by 
ſuch a perſon. It is plain therefore, that His 
' Lordſhip hath advanced moſt confidently and pe- 
— firſt in the preſence-of a moſt * 


2 Div. Leg. Val. u. Pref. p. 79. 
1 . Aſſembly, 
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Aſſembly, and now before the World, an Aﬀerc: 
ration, of the truth of which 145 his own account 
he cannot be aſſured. 


His Lordſhip himſelf then cannot kw it to be 
true : but further, it is in the power of every one, 
who can read and judge of at argument, to ſhew 
it to be falſe. Among a number of examples to 
this purpoſe, .® to ſele& one curious par ticular.” 
In the year 1754, Dr. Warburton publiſhed a 
2T Volume of Sermons; among which there was 
one Sermon upon the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per. To explain this, an Hypotheſis was adopted, 
which had tried its fortune with little ſucceſs in 
the laſt Century. The Author of it was the very. 
learned and excellent Dr. Cudworth. Even in His 
Hands it had failed: nevertheleſs it was now 
thought worth while to new-vamp and refurbiſh 
it; and to ſend it forth again, in a freſh gatb, in 
order to oppoſe the Plain Account of Biſhop 
HoaDLY. 

Not long after this there was publiſhed, 4 Di 
an on the Nature and End the Lord's Supper; 
wherein. is ſhewn, in oppoſition to Dr. Warburton, 
that it neither is, nor can be, of the Nature of a 
Feaſt on the Sacrifice. London: printed for J. Payne. 
in Pater-Noſter-Row. 1758, In this Diſcourſe the 
learned Author was ſuppoſed, by good Judges, to 
have totally overthrown, and demonſtratively con- 
fured, Dr. W's Hypotheſis and te have clearly 

| detected 
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detected the fallacies, by which he had endeavoured 
to ſet it off anew. His argument is ſummed up in 
this Apodictical Syllogiſm ; the Premifes of which 
are ſupported by direct and Ee authorities 
of Holy Scripture : | 


„No Sin- Offerings were permitted to be feaſted 
* ons by thoſe, in whoſe behalf they were offered”. 
Lev. vi, 30. Heb. xiii; 11, 12. 


« But the Death of Chriſt on the Croſs was a 
« Sin-Offering, offered in our behalf”. Rom. v, 6. 
Gal. i, 4. Heb. ix; 26, 28. xiii; 11, 12. 


Therefore ir cannot be feaſted on by us.“ 


This being the caſe, the learned World was not 
a little ſurpriſed, when in the year 1761 this ſame 
Sermon was republiſhed under the title of 4' Ra- 
tienal Account of the Nature and End of the Sacra- 
ment of the Lord's Supper ; by William Lord Biſhop 
of Glouceſter : without the leaſt notice taken of the 
preceding Confutation, and as if no ſuch thing had 
been ever publiſhed. The exploded Hypotheſis 
was ſtill urged with the ſame confidence, and forced 
down our throats by the terrors of this Dilemma, * 
like a Cudgel held over our heads: © Either ſwal- 
® low my HyeoTHEs1s, or TRANSUBSTANTIATION ; 
for you will never be able to confute Boſſuet's 


See Rational Account, p. 53 & c. 


arguments 
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"4 amt for Tranſubſtantiation, but upon my 
46 Hypotheſis“. 


Now this proceeding can be no otherwiſe reaſon- 


. ably accounted for, than by ſuppoſing, that His 


Lordſhip's Anagnaſtes did not really perform his 
duty, by ſelecting this piece from the dirty heap ; 


and preſenting it, however offenſive, to his Maſter. 


The conſequences indeed might have been diſagree- 
able; but ſurely he ought faithfully to have diſ- 
charged the Office he had undertaken, with what- 

ever difficulties it might have been attended. And 

ſee the ill conſequences of his breach of truſt ; and 
the great inconveniences (as was before obſerved ) 
of the reſolution, to which His Lordſhip till ad- 


heres, of never reading or looking into the wri- 


rings of his Opponents. Appearances, it muſt be 


owned, are againſt the Bp: he ſeems to have beha- 


ved in this matter, without that Reſpect towards 
-the Public, which he has ſo conſtantly ſtudied, and 
upon which he piques himſelf; and even to have 


. aſſerted categorically before an Auguſt Aſſembly, 
and in the face of the World, a Propofition, which 
appears upon examination not to be altogether de- 
fenſible: and yet hath he acted all the while with 
all good conſcience, and with the pureſt intentions. 
For it is intirely to be imputed to his want of due 
information. And as the caſe now ſtands, between 
him and his Procurator a Spurcis Libellis; it ſeems 
impoſſible that he ſhould ever know any thing of 
1 theſe 


(3). 


.theſe matters, or come at the truth as long. as s he 
lives, 


-”; — Primum ait 2 fre; ; ts ſolus neſeit omnia. 


| REMARK 12. Kill my Enemy.” „Read (nee 
4 periculo) kill Himſelf : as the drift of the Com- 
* pariſon neceſſarily requires; as well as the plain 
« defign of the all· perfect and impeccable Letter- 
« Writer, qui ml molitur inepte ; which was to 
« prove, that the P. is a very bad Markſman. 
« Now it may happen to the beſt Markſman, de- 
« ſigning to ſhoot one perſon, by miſtake or acci- 
dent to kill another; but He muſt ſurely be a 
bad Markſman indeed, who ſhould ſhoot at ano- 
Ather perſon, and kill Himſelf,” ScarBLERUS. 
A ſhrewd Conjecture of the learned Scriblerus ; 
and which one might boldly pronounce to have 
infallibly reſtored the true reading, as it came 
from the hand of the Author. But alas! to the 
diſgrace of Conjectural Criticiſm, the reading in 
the Text is plainly authoriſed by the Original MS. 


REMARK 13. If the Public fix both the 
* Origine and the reſumption of the diſpute with 
« Fon ] you.” A falſe quotation : for thus ſtands 
the paſſage in Letter 2. If they | the Letters ] | 
« fix both the Origin and the Reſumption of this 
« diſpute on you.” But His Lordſhip has introdu- 
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18 | ced the PuBLIc Here ws Frov amo un xauns, to ali 
him at the concluſion; and to furniſh him with that 
= very facetious ſtroke, with -which he cloſes his 
hb | Letter. However on the other hand, the PusLic 
1 may perhaps be as kind to the P. in that other 
matter, which che Bp ſpeaks of: for the P. has no 
= ſmall reaſon to think gratefully of the Favour of 
1 the Public; and he hopes, he ſhall always merit 5 
wi | "0 its Patronage on the like occaſions, * 


- 
LET 


On LETTER V. i 
REMARK. *The laſt word,” Dr. LowTn 
: doubts not but he ſhall always be able effeQually = 
to repel the Inſults of the BisHoe or GLOUCESTER. 13 
But if the Bp ſhall ſtill continue, without any re- 
gard to his own character, whether Literary, Mo- 
ral, Civil, or Eccleſiaſtical, to publiſh againſt ' the . 
late P. ſuch Appendixes, Letters, and Notes, made 
up for the moſt part of groſs Calumny, ill Lan- 
= | guage, and worſe Logic; ; It is probable that the | 
ww. P. will, for the future, regard them with a con. 
is temptuous Silence, and leave their Author to the 
= | Scorn and Deteſtation of the Public, 
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